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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)K The drawing(s) filed on 1/11/02 is/are: a)S accepted or b)[J objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8,10,1 1 , and 13-23 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject nfiatter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-8,10,1 1, and 13-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jerger et al, U.S. Patent 6,473,800 in view of Stan-, U.S. Patent 
6,606,606. 

As per claims 1 ,15,1 6, and 19, Jerger et al teaches of a method and of a 
computer readable medium comprising computer instructions executable by a 
processor to present a user with a plurality of modes of operation (col. 3, lines 5-8 & 55- 
59 and col. 71 , lines 63-65). The plurality of modes of operation define different tmst 
options for handling sensitive data associated with the user (col. 4, lines 19-23). A user 
selects one of the plurality of modes of operation and handles sensitive data associated 
with the user In accordance with the selected mode of operation (col. 3, line 63 through 
col. 4, line 12). The teachings of Jerger et al disclose of identifying and associating a 
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user account with the selected mode of operation (col. 3, line 63 through col. 4, line 12) 
and that of providing web services across that Internet that is provided through a web 
site (col. 10, lines 23-41 ), however the teachings of Jerger are silent in disclosing of the 
use of financial accounts associated with the user. It Is taught by Starr of using different 
financial accounts with differing privileges (modes of operation) associated with users, 
the financial accounts are accessible across the internet (col. 2, lines 51-57; col. 4, lines 
55-57; and col. 5, lines 58-63). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to have provided financial accounts accessible 
across the Intemet by users. The teachings of Stan- recite of motivational benefits by 
disclosing of the need for small business owners to grant or restrict access to company 
accounts more easily (col. 2, lines 46-49). It is obvious that the teachings of Jerger 
would have found the teachings of Starr beneficial in that centralized control of user 
financial accounts would be more easily managed. 

As per claims 2 and 20. it is disclosed by Jerger et al that the plurality of modes 
include a low trust option for handling sensitive data associated with the user, the low 
trust option configured to retrieve sensitive data from the user each time the user 
requests a service requiring the sensitive data (col. 4. lines 4-7 and col. 18. lines 40-42). 

As per claims 3 and 21 , Jerger et al teaches that the low trust option does not 
persistently stored sensitive data after the requested service requiring the sensitive data 
being completed (col. 4, lines 4-7 and col. 18, lines 40-47). 

As per claims 4 and 22, Jerger et al discloses that the plurality of modes include 
a high trust option for handling sensitive data from the user and stored the sensitive 
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data in an encrypted format for future use (col. 4. lines 4-7 & 12-26; col. 18, lines 40-45; 
and col. 28, lines 55-63). 

As per claim 5, it is taught by Jerger et al that the plurality of modes include a 
high trust option for handling sensitive data associated with the user, the high taist 
option configured to retrieve sensitive data from the user, encode the sensitive data 
using two-way encryption and stored the encrypted sensitive data (col. 4, lines 4-7 & 12- 
26; col. 18, lines 40-45; and col. 28, lines 55-63). 

As per claims 6 and 23, it is disclosed by Jerger et al that the plurality of modes 
include a moderate trust option for handling sensitive data associated with the user, the 
moderate trust option configured to retrieve sensitive data from the user and store the 
sensitive data in an encrypted format using a password known only to the user (col. 4, 
lines 4-7; col. 19, lines 42-45; and col. 28, lines 55-63). 

As per claim 7, Jerger et al teaches that the plurality of modes include a 
moderate trust option for handling sensitive data associated with the user, the moderate 
trust option configured to retrieve sensitive data from the user, encode the sensitive 
data using a one-way encryption technique and store the encrypted sensitive data (col. 
4, lines 4-7 and col. 28, lines 55-63). 

As per claims 8 and 13, Jerger et al discloses of assigning a default mode of 
operation is the user does not select a valid mode of operation (col. 3, lines 63-65). 

As per claims 10 and 14, Jerger et al discloses of a method and of a computer 
readable medium comprising computer instructions executable by a processor for 
presenting a user with a low trust mode of operation, wherein the low trust mode of 
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operation retrieves sensitive data from the user eacli time tlie user requests a service 
requiring tlie sensitive data (col. 3, lines 5-8 & 55-59; col. 4, lines 4-7; and col. 18, lines 
40-42; and col. 71 , lines 63-65). The user is presented with a high trust mode of 
operation wherein the high trust mode of operation stores sensitive data received from 
the user in an encrypted fonnat (col. 4, lines 4-7 & 12-26; col. 18, lines 40-45; and col. 
28, lines 55-63). A selection is received from the user indicating one of the two modes 
of operation and handling sensitive data associated with the user in accordance with the 
selected mode of operation (col. 3, line 63 through col. 4, line 12). 

As per claim 1 1 , Jerger et al teaches of presenting the user with a moderate 
mode of operation, wherein the moderate trust mode of operation stores sensitive data 
from the user in an encrypted format using a password known only to the user, and 
receiving a selection from the user includes a selection indicating one of the three 
modes of operation (col. 3, line 63 through col. 4, line 12; col. 19, lines 42-45; and col. 
28, lines 55-63). 

As per claims 17 and 18, Jerger et al discloses of a method and of a computer 
readable medium comprising computer instructions executable by a processor for 
presenting a user with a moderate trust mode of operation, wherein the trust mode of 
operation stores sensitive data from the user in an encrypted format using a password 
know to the user (col. 3, lines 5-8; col. 3, line 63 through col. 4, line 12; col. 19, lines 42- 
45; col. 28, lines 55-63; and col. 71 , lines 63-65). The user is presented with a low trust 
mode of operation, wherein the low trust mode of operation retrieves sensitive data from 
the user each time the user requests a service requiring the sensitive data (col. 3, lines 
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5-8 & 55-59; col. 4, lines 4-7; and col. 18, lines 40-42; and col. 71, lines 63-65). A 
selection is received from the user indicating one of the two modes of operation and 
handling sensitive data associated with the user in accordance with the selected mode 
of operation (col. 3. line 63 through col. 4, line 12). 



Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this OfTice action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action Is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher A. Revak whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3794. The examiner can nomnally be reached on Monday-Friday, 6:30am-3:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomiatlon regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





